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PER CURI AM

G| berto A Gonez, a native and citizen of El Sal vador
petitions for review of an order of the Board of Inmgration
Appeals (“Board”) dismssing his appeal from the immgration
judge’s order finding himrenovable fromthe United States. For
t he reasons discussed below, we dismss the petition for |ack of
jurisdiction.

Gonez was found renpvable as an alien convicted of a
crime involving child abuse; as an alien convicted of an aggravated
felony of fense; and as an aggravated fel on convicted of a crine of
viol ence for which the sentence inposed is one year or nore. 8
U S.C 8§ 1227(a)(2)(A)(iii), (a)(2)(E)(i) (2000). Under 8 U.S.C.
8§ 1252(a)(2) (O (2000), “[n]otw thstandi ng any ot her provision of
I aw, no court shall have jurisdiction to review any final order of
removal against an alien who is renovable by reason of having
conmmitted a crimnal offense covered in section
1227(a) (2) (A (iii).”

We have noted that “under this section there is plainly
no appellate recourse froma final order of renoval for an alien
who i s renpvabl e because he has cormmitted an of f ense enconpassed by
section 1227(a)(2) (A (iii), that is, because he has commtted an

aggravated felony.” Lews v. INS, 194 F.3d 539, 541 (4th Gr.

1999). W retain jurisdiction to determne whether the

jurisdictional facts precluding review are present in a particul ar



case. 1d. at 541-42. The jurisdictional bar is triggered by a
determ nation that a petitioner is an alien who has been convicted
of one of the statutorily enunerated offenses requiring renoval.
Id. at 542.

Based on our review of the record, we find that Gonmez is
an alien who is renovable for having conmtted an aggravated
felony. Accordingly, we dismss the petition for review for |ack
of jurisdiction. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials

before the court and argunment woul d not aid the deci si onal process.
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